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treated as the legitimate child of his parents if at the time of the act
of intercourse resulting in the birth (or at the time of the celebration
of the marriage if later) both or either of the parties reasonably believed
that the marriage was valid.1
This provision, however, does not apply unless the father of
the child was domiciled in England at the time of the birth or,
if he died before the birth, was so domiciled immediately
before his death.2 Where this condition is not satisfied, the
legitimacy of a child born of a void marriage must be deter-
mined, as we have seen, by the law of his domicil of origin.
In a sub-section which is susceptible of more than one
interpretation,^ a void marriage for the purposes of the Act is
defined as
a marriage, not being voidable only, in respect of which the High Court
has or had jurisdiction to grant a decree of nullity, or would have or
would have had such jurisdiction if the parties were domiciled in
England.*
The purport of this language certainly does not leap to the eye,
but its probable object is to exclude any union which in the
eyes of English law has no claim to be a marriage at all, as
for example one springing from concubinage.
(§) LEGITIMATION5
\^
In the various legal systems of the world at least three Methods of
different methods are found by which a person, not born with J.^1013"
the status of legitimacy, may be later legitimated. These are: \
subsequent marriage of the p^rent^; recognition of the child by 1
^e fathgs; and ^^ption^l^ach^of these methods requires / m
separate Treatment.     \si3/ '
Legitimation 'per subsequens matrimonium\
From the time of Constantine, the rule of Roman law was
that children born before marriage were made legitimate by
1	S. 2 (i). An adoption order obtained by the father and mother before the mam gc
Act came into operation may be revoked by the court; Adoption Act, 1960, s. i (i).
2	S.2 (2).
3	For various views, see 8 /. & C.I.Q. 725-6 (Gareth H. Jones); 9 /. Sff
C.L.Q. 321-2 (Solly Tucker); 23 M.L.R. 58-59 (Otto Kahn-Freund).
4	S. 2 (5).
5	On the subject generally see articles by Tain tor in 18 Canadian Bar Review
(1940), 589 et seqq. and 691 et seqq.; and by Mann in 56 L.Q.R. 112 et seqq.

